REMARKS 


This is intended as a full and complete response to the Office Action dated 
March 9, 2005, having a shortened statutory period for response set to expire on June 9, 
2005. 

Claims 1, 2, 5, 11, 20, and 21 have been amended in the Application. 
Claims 15 and 18- 19 have been cancelled from the Application. 
Claims 1-14, 16-17, and 20-21 are currently pending in the Application. 

I. Disclosure Objection 

The Office Action objected the disclosure because of various 
informalities. Applicant has amended Paragraph [0006] and Paragraph [0032] of the 
Specification as suggested by the Examiner. 

Applicant believes no new matter has been added with these amendments. 
Reconsideration of the objections to the disclosure is respectfully requested. 

II. Drawing Objections 

The Office Action objected the drawings because of various informalities. 

Applicant has amended the Specification to identify reference characters 
12, 36, and 38 as requested by the Office Action. Application has deleted reference 
numerals 30, and 38 from Figure 2 since the reference numerals represent signals. 

Applicant has deleted Figure 3 from the Application in order to correct a 
clerical error. Applicant has amended the Specification accordingly to correct references 
to Figure 3. 
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Applicant has amended Figure 1 and Figure 2 to include "descriptive 
legends" per 37 CFR 1.84(o). 


Applicant has amended Figure 2 to correct the clerical error and 
adequately depict the fifth sensor, reference numeral 54. 

Applicant has amended the Figures to depict the features enumerated in 
the Office Action. Applicant has amended the Specification accordingly to reflect the 
amendments. 

Applicant believes no new matter has been added with these amendments. 
Reconsideration of the objections to the drawings is respectfully requested. The 
Replacement Figures are included in this Response as Attachment A. 

III. Claims Objections 

The Office Action objected the claims because of various informalities. 

Applicant has amended the Specification to clarify that the first sensor can 
be selected from the groups of switches listed in Claim 11. Applicant has deleted Claim 
19, since Claims 4 and 19 were "unduly multiplied." Applicant has amended Claims 2 
and 20 to correct clerical errors directed to lack of clear antecedent basis. 

Applicant believes no new matter has been added with these amendments. 
Reconsideration of the objections to the claims is respectfully requested. 

IV. Claims Rejections 

The Office Action rejected Claims 1-21 under 35 USC 112 as being 
indefinite for failing to point out particularly and claim distinctly the claimed subject 
matter. 
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Applicant amended Claim 1 to clarify the meaning of a communication 
system by clarifying the examples of usable communication systems. Claim 1 has also 
been amended to clarify that the communication system transfers the first intelligent 
device signal and the second intelligent device signal from the intelligent device to a 
software interface. As for Claim 13, Applicant believes that the amended description of 
the communication system denotes that the examples given in Claim 13 can also transfer 
the first intelligent device signal and the second intelligent device signal from the 
intelligent device to a software interface. 

Applicant amended Claims 1 and 20 to clarify that the software interface 
is in contact with the communication system insofar as the software interface receives the 
first intelligent device signal and the second intelligent device signal from the 
communication system. The user interface is in communication with the software 
interface so that the user interface can receive the processed signals from the software 
interface. 

Applicant amended Claim 20 to correct the clerical error and clarify that 
the signals are generated when items are inserted and removed from the container. 

Applicant amended Claim 11 by removing the "analytical" sensor from 

the list. 

Applicant cancelled Claims 15 and 18. 

Applicant amended Claims 5 and 21 to clarify that the counter monitors 
and counts the number of signals generated by the sensors relating to items being placed 
and removed from the container. 

Applicant believes no new matter has been added with these amendments. 
Reconsideration of the rejections to the claims is respectfully requested. 
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V, Allowable Subject Matter 


The Office Action stated that Claims 1-21 would be allowable if rewritten 
or amended to overcome the rejections and objections set forth. Applicant believes that 
the amendments herein based upon the remarks overcome the rejections and objections 
set forth. Applicant respectfully believes that the pending claims are now in condition for 
allowance. 

Applicant thanks the Examiner for his time and patience on this matter. 


Respectfully submitted, 


Date: June 9, 2005 



Christian Heausler 
Patent Attorney 
Reg. No. 50,771 

FOR 


Wendy Buskop 
Patent Attorney 
Reg. No. 32,202 

Please mail correspondence to: 

The address associated with customer number 29637 

Buskop Law Group, P.C. 
1776 Yorktown, Suite 550 
Houston, Texas 77056 
713.403.7411 

Enclosures: Attachment A - Replacement Sheets 
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